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ABSTRACT

We study the variability of the thermal (accretion disc) and non-thermal (jet) emission of thirteen flat spectrum radio quasars
in the optical and near infrared (OIR) regime using light curves spanning years with an average sampling of three observations
per week. We fit a combination of a blackbody and a power-law function to the OIR data, in the blazar rest frame, to extract
the corresponding thermal (disc) and non-thermal (jet) components from the total flux. We carry out this analysis for the entire
duration of the light curves to obtain the variation of the disc and jet components over years. Reliability of our fits have been
affirmed by successfully retrieving accurate parameters by employing our method to simulated data and by comparing our results
with published disc luminosity obtained by other methods for a few well-observed blazars. In blazars, the thermal (disc) emission
is difficult to extract because the relativistically beamed radiation of the jet dominates at all wavelengths. By employing this
method, the disc emission in blazars may be estimated directly from photometric data at OIR bands instead of indirect methods,
such as, inferring it from the emission line luminosities. We find that the variability of the disc and jet emission obtained by the
above method are strongly correlated in most cases.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Certain properties of various types of active galactic nuclei (AGN)
are attributed to their orientation with respect to our line of sight,
according to the unified scheme of AGN (Urry & Padovani 1995).
Blazars are a class of AGN, which possess energetic jets pointed al-
most directly towards the Earth with an angle between the jet axis and
our line of sight \ < 10◦. The relativistic electrons present in the jet
give rise to radio to optical (sometimes X-ray) emission through syn-
chrotron radiation (Bregman et al. 1981; Urry & Mushotzky 1982;
Impey & Neugebauer 1988; Marscher 1998). In the so-called “lep-
tonic model of blazar emission,” inverse-Compton effect is presumed
to be the origin of the high energy (keV−GeV) emission, in which the
same electrons up-scatter the jet synchrotron photons (Maraschi et al.
1992; Chiang & Böttcher 2002; Arbeiter et al. 2005) or external pho-
tons, from the broad line region (BLR) or dusty torus, to X-rays and W-
rays (Sikora et al. 1994; Coppi & Aharonian 1999; Błażejowski et al.
2000; Dermer et al. 2009). The so-called ‘big blue bump’ in the ob-
served spectra of AGN may be crudely identified with that from a
blackbody (Frank et al. 2002). On the other hand, the accretion disc
is modeled as optically thick material, the effective temperature of
which decreases with radius and has a maximum of ∼ 104 − 105

K at the center (Shakura & Sunyaev 1973). Therefore, the thermal
emission in the spectra of AGN at the UV-optical-NIR wavelengths
is considered to be generated in the disc (Malkan & Sargent 1982;

★ E-mail: cosmogarima@gmail.com

Shields 1978). Indeed, several works indicate that the optical emis-
sion in AGN is governed by disc emission, such as, from the Balmer
edge absorption observed in the optical spectra in polarized light
(Kishimoto et al. 2003) and the study of the optical color-luminosity
relations in AGN (Lawrence 2005), among others. We note, however,
that some observations, particularly in the UV band, have been found
to disagree with the simple accretion disk model (e.g., Lawrence
2012).

Based on the equivalent width (EW) of their broad emission lines
in the rest frame, blazars may be categorized into two major groups.
Blazars which are supposed to be devoid of prominent emission
lines (EW < 5Å), presumably due to the presence of a weak ac-
cretion disc, are called BL Lacertae (BL Lacs) objects, whereas
those that possess prominent emission lines (EW > 5Å) in their
spectra (Urry & Padovani 1995) are termed as flat spectrum ra-
dio quasars (FSRQ). However, this segregation may not be robust
(Ghisellini et al. 2011), since bright emission lines can be detected
sporadically in some BL Lacs. As more precise observations have
been available in recent years (Vermeulen et al. 1995; Capetti et al.
2010) some BL Lacs have been known to exhibit emission lines with
EW > 5Å . Nevertheless, FSRQs are the suitable targets for studying
the disc emission in blazars.

The launching and collimation of jets are not well understood.
The extraction of rotational energy of the super-massive black hole
(SMBH) at the center (Blandford & Znajek 1977) or extraction of
power from the accretion disc in the presence of magnetic fields
sustained by the disc (Blandford & Payne 1982), are two accepted
theories. Mechanism of jet launching and collimation is, thus, as-
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Figure 1. SMARTS optical and near IR light curves of PKS 0402-362.

sumed to be related to the accreting matter and magnetic fields asso-
ciated with the disc (Lind et al. 1989; McKinney & Narayan 2007;
Tchekhovskoy et al. 2011; Wu et al. 2013). Hence, a relation between
the dynamics of the disc and the jet, and their properties is antici-
pated.

Blazars have a prominent jet and are suitable sources for inves-
tigating the launching and collimation of jets from near a SMBH.
On the other hand, since the blazar jet emission is relativistically
beamed in the observer’s frame it outshines the rest of the AGN,
e.g., accretion disc, BLR and torus. As a result, studying the accre-
tion disc properties of blazars and its relation to the jet emission
is challenging. Rajguru & Chatterjee (2022) studied the disc and jet
power of a large sample of Fermi blazars in order to investigate any
relation between those properties. In that paper, emission line lu-
minosities were used as indicators of the disc emission. Here, we
analyze the optical-near infrared (OIR) observations of a number of
FSRQs at �+'� bands to decompose the total flux into disc and
jet components in order to obtain an estimate of the disc emission
directly. FSRQs are known to show signatures of thermal emission in
their spectra (Sikora et al. 1997; Smith et al. 1988; Impey et al. 1991;
Brown et al. 1989a; Wills et al. 1992; Brown et al. 1989b). Since the
jet is usually dominant and variable, it is in the low state of jet activity
which we concentrate on to detect the thermal component. When the
jet is in a low state of its variable luminosity, excess emission may be
observed at the optical-UV range in addition to the underlying power-
law spectrum of the jet, which may be due to thermal emission from
the accretion disc. We find the properties of the excess emission, and
assuming it exhibits a blackbody spectrum arising from the accretion
disc, we deduce the properties of the latter. Furthermore, we carry out
the above decomposition for �+'� monitoring of several blazars
over eight years to study the variation in the accretion disc properties
and its relation with the jet.

In this paper, Section 2 deals with sample selection and data ob-
tained for our sources. Section 3 elucidates the analysis done to
decompose the OIR fluxes into the thermal and jet components. In
this section, we further check the efficacy of the method we have
employed using simulated data and by applying our method to a few
sources for which more extensive data are available and comparing its

Table 1. The blazar (FSRQ) sample and their redshifts.

Blazar Name Redshift (I)

PKS 0208-512 1.003
PKS 0402-362 1.417
PKS 0454-234 1.003
3C 273 0.158
3C 279 0.536
PKS 1406-076 1.493
PKS 1424-41 1.522
PKS 1510-089 0.36
PKS 1622-297 0.815
PKS 1730-130 0.902
PKS 2052-474 1.489
PKS 2142-75 1.139
3C 454.3 0.859

outcome with published results. Section 4 provides the discrete cross
correlation function computed for the decomposed thermal (disc)
and non-thermal (jet) luminosities in our blazar sample. Section 5
presents the conclusion of our analysis.

2 DATA AND SAMPLE SELECTION

Optical and near IR photometric data are available for a vast collec-
tion of blazars from the Yale-SMARTS blazar monitoring project1

(Bonning et al. 2012; Chatterjee et al. 2012). As a part of this project,
blazars, which are observable from the southern hemisphere and were
detected by Fermi-LAT were monitored with a variable cadence dur-
ing 2008-2015. Blazars, which were flaring in the GeV band were
observed more frequently and vice versa. The 1.3 m telescope, which
is a part of the Small and Moderate Aperture Research Telescope Sys-
tem (SMARTS) consortium that operates a number of telescopes at
Cerro Tololo, Chile, was used for the above observations. The data
were taken by the ANDICAM instrument, which is able to carry out
photometric observations at one optical and one near IR band simul-
taneously (DePoy et al. 2003). �+'� -band light curves of ∼100
blazars with a range of total duration and cadence were obtained in
the Yale-SMARTS blazar monitoring project.

In this work, we select 13 blazars, for which the length and average
cadence of the �+'� light curves are at least 2 years and three
observations per week, respectively. Figure 1 shows such a set of
�+'� light curves of the blazar PKS 0402-362. Light curves with
a high cadence is necessary to probe the detailed properties of the
different components of the variable emission and its long-term trend
may be studied using long trains of light curves. The 13 blazars of
our sample, all belonging to the FSRQ subclass, are shown in Table 1
along with their redshifts, taken from the recently published �4A<8
Gamma Ray Space Telescope Fourth Catalog of Active Galactic
Nuclei detected by the LAT (4LAC-DR3, Ajello et al. (2022)).

The fluxes were corrected for Galactic extinction using the data
from the NASA/IPAC Extragalactic Database (NED) 2. UV data
points, in a few cases, were collected from the Swift-UV-Optical
Telescope (UVOT), publicly available at Space Science Data Cen-
ter (SSDC) website3. The optical luminosity of blazar host galax-
ies, at these redshifts, is negligible compared to the nuclear lu-
minosity (Sbarufatti et al. 2005; Shaw et al. 2013; Goldoni et al.

1 http://www.astro.yale.edu/smarts/
2 https://ned.ipac.caltech.edu/
3 https://www.ssdc.asi.it/mmia/index.php?mission=swiftmastr
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2021). Therefore, the host galaxy contribution in the blazars in
our sample, in images taken by the 1.3 m telescope, have been ig-
nored (Giommi et al. 2012; Gaur et al. 2012; Landoni et al. 2015;
Urry et al. 2000; Stickel et al. 1993).

3 ANALYSES

3.1 Disc-Jet Decomposition Method

For each blazar in our sample, the �+'� -band fluxes were fit with
a combination of thermal blackbody and non-thermal power-law
components:

5a = 0a−1 +
21a

3

43a − 1
(1)

where a is the rest-frame frequency, 0 and 21 are normalization
constants, 1 is the spectral index, 3 is a parameter related to the
temperature of the blackbody. The power-law corresponds to the
non-thermal synchrotron emission of the jet while the thermal black-
body is an approximate representation of the accretion disc emission.
Hence, this enables us to decompose the total flux into a disc and a
jet component. We obtain the spectral index of the blazar emission
and effective temperature of the accretion disc from the best-fit val-
ues of the free parameters. Temperature is calculated from the free
parameter 3 by fitting the curve at a low state of the jet, when the
thermal component is prominent. We repeat the same analysis for
each day of the years-long light curve to obtain the variability of the
best-fit disc and jet components over the duration of the light curve.
Thus, we can calculate the day-to-day flux variation of the power-law
(PL) and blackbody (BB) components using Eqn. 1

Plugging the best-fit parameters in the first and second terms on
the right-hand side of Eqn. 1 respectively, we can compute the de-
composed PL and BB flux at each frequency. The disc and jet flux
has been calculated at a frequency of a = 6.81 × 1014 Hz in the
blazar rest frame. Fig. 2 shows the OIR spectra of the high and low
states of a few of the blazars in our sample. The low state of a blazar
is characterised by the relative increase in thermal (blackbody) con-
tribution to the overall SED, compared to a high state where the
non-thermal (power law) component dominates. Moreover, the high
state has comparatively higher flux than a low state due to increase
in jet emission. Before proceeding to apply the above analysis to the
detailed light curves, we bin the light curves over longer time inter-
vals and decompose the average flux of the bins into a disc and a jet
component. The binning has been done over intervals of 5 days of
observation. We plot the PL and BB components of each of the bins
in order to demonstrate the average behaviour of high and low states
over time (Figure 3). Errors obtained on j2 fitting have been used to
estimate the errors on the binned fluxes.

3.2 Results

Plots corresponding to the disc-jet decomposition in individual
epochs are shown in Figure 2 for the blazars PKS 1510-089, PKS
0208-512 and PKS 2142-75. The best-fit function containing ther-
mal (BB) and non-thermal (PL) components are shown, for both high
and low states. Example fits of the remaining blazars are given in
Appendix A: Figure A1.

For high states, the non-thermal component dominates the ther-
mal component, over the frequency range of observation. For low
states, the contribution of the thermal component is significant and a
peak in the thermal blackbody function near the optical-UV region is

observed. This agrees with several studies which found the thermal
bump peaking near UV, thereby suggesting temperatures of the order
104 K (e.g., Thorne 1974; Shakura & Sunyaev 1973). Table 2 gives
the estimated parameters for the 3 blazars in low states. From Table
2, we see that our results reconcile with previous studies.
We compare the parameters estimated from our analysis of the OIR
data, to those obtained from multiwavelength SED modelling found
in literature, to check for consistency. Table 3 compares the esti-
mated temperatures obtained from our analysis to that obtained from
Krauß et al. (2016). We see that the results are consistent. Table 4
compares the estimated disc luminosities obtained from our analysis
to that obtained from Ghisellini et al. (2010). We note that the disc
luminosities found in literature (e.g., from Ghisellini et al. 2010) ob-
tained using SED modelling have a large uncertainty (∼50%) due to
parameter degeneracy as well as variability. Taking the uncertainty
into account, our estimates of disc luminosity agree with the values
obtained from literature. Thus, we see that a simple blackbody fits
the data just as well as a multicolor blackbody. This is consistent
with the findings of Krauß et al. (2016). They studied the SED of 22
radio-loud AGN at multiple epochs. In all the 81 SEDs they anal-
ysed, they found that a single-temperature blackbody fit the thermal
component satisfactorily and better than a multicolor blackbody.

Figure 3 exhibits the decomposed disc and jet light curves for a
number of blazars in our sample binned over 5-day intervals. The
plots of the remaining blazars are shown in Appendix B: Figure B1
and B2. The ratio of the PL to BB component indicates whether the
thermal signature is prominent (low state; BB > PL) or the non-
thermal radiation dominates the net flux (high state; PL ≥ BB). The
low state epochs of the blazars PKS 0208-512 (Chatterjee et al. 2013)
and PKS 1510-089 (Rajput et al. 2020) are consistent with the period
of low state obtained from decomposing the PL-BB components in
our analysis. From this analysis, we get an idea of how the PL and
BB components behave over time. For 10 out of 13 blazars in our
sample, we find that the former dominates the latter in most epochs,
i.e., ∼90% of the observation duration. This agrees with the fact that
the jet emission dominates the observed SED of blazars.

We carry out the disc-jet decomposition of the OIR fluxes binned
at an interval of 1 day of all the blazars in our sample. Figure 4
shows the decomposed disc and jet light curves of six blazars in our
sample as examples. The plots of the remaining blazars are given
in Appendix C: Figures C1 and C2. The disc component is usually
high when the jet is high and vice-versa. However, the variability
amplitude of the disc emission at a given time interval is smaller
than that of the jet. 3C 454.3 is a blazar in high state through the
majority of the duration of the observations used here, as seen in
Fig. 4. For 3C 273 and PKS 1510-089, shown in Fig. 4, the disc
component is prominent at most epochs.

3.3 Verification I: To Retrieve Given Parameters from

Simulated Data

In order to verify that our employed method is able to obtain the pa-
rameters of the power-law and the blackbody components accurately,
we simulate data using Eqn. 1, where we use fixed values of 0 and
1, and vary those of 21 and 3 as given in Table 2. In our actual data,
the power-law component from the jet dominates over the blackbody
component, which is often much smaller than the former. We fix 0
and 1 at typical values for blazars in our sample, and used a range of
values of 21 and 3 such that the resultant PL/BB ratio spans a large
range. 21 is the normalisation constant associated with BB. Thus, a
stronger disc will have higher value of 21 . 3 is inversely related to
the temperature. A smaller value of 3 indicates a hotter disc. Hence,

MNRAS 000, 1–11 (2015)
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Figure 2. Each panel shows an example of a best-fit to the OIR data points at a high or low state of a blazar using our model, in the blazar rest-frame. Top Left:

Low state of PKS 1510-089. Top Right: High state of PKS 1510-089. Middle Left: Low state of PKS 0208-512. Middle Right: High state of PKS 0208-512.
Bottom Left: Low state of PKS 2142-75. Bottom Right: High state of PKS 2142-75. The reduced-j2 values are indicated in the plots.

Table 2. Parameters estimated by applying our method to the low state of three blazars

Blazar a b 21 d Temperature(in K)

PKS 1510-089 23.72 (±1.42) 2.34 (±0.09) 0.024 (±0.008) 0.353 (±0.035) 13579 (±1347)
PKS 0208-512 17.25 (±0.68) 1.84 (±0.04) 0.005 (±0.001) 0.302 (±0.012) 15879 (±676)
PKS 2142-75 8.60 (±2.97) 2.04 (±0.34) 0.020 (±0.003) 0.341 (±0.010) 14049 (±436)

Table 3. Comparison of disc temperatures given in the literature (Krauß et al. 2016) with that estimated from our analysis.

Blazar Temperature ( ×104 K) from literature Estimated Temperature ( ×104 K)

PKS 0208-512 1.35-1.49 1.58 (±0.06)
PKS 0402-362 1.3-1.4 1.64 (±0.37)
PKS 1424-41 1.18-1.31 1.22 (±0.06)
PKS 2052-474 1.25 1.23 (±0.33)
PKS 2142-75 1.3-1.4 1.40 (±0.04)

MNRAS 000, 1–11 (2015)
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Figure 3. Each panel shows binned PL and BB components vs time plots of Top Left: PKS 1510-089. Top Right: 3C 273. Middle Left: PKS 1622-297.
Middle Right: 3C 279. Bottom Left: 3C 454.3. Bottom Right: PKS 0454-234.

we use a range of values of 21 and 3 to represent weaker to stronger,
and hotter to cooler discs. Then we fit the simulated data with the
model given by Eqn. 1 to check whether we can recover the input
values of 0, 1, 21, 3 from the best-fit.

Table 5 exhibits the recovered parameters 0′, 1′, 2′
1

and 3′ along
with the input values. It shows that the recovered parameters are
retrieved accurately for all cases except when the values of both
21 and the temperature are extremely high {21 = 17, 3 = 0.2,
Temperature= 24000 }. This corresponds to the case when the

blackbody component is much higher than the power-law, which
is not applicable to blazar emission in most cases.

3.4 Verification II: To Retrieve Constant Disc Component from

Variable Flux

As a second check of our analysis we verify that our model can
retrieve the component light curves accurately even when disc emis-
sion is constant. The optical variability (e.g., flux doubling) timescale

MNRAS 000, 1–11 (2015)



6 G. Rajguru et al.

5000 5500 6000 6500 7000
JD-2450000

0

5
νF

ν(e
rg
cm

−2
s−

1 ) 1e−11
PL
BB

−100 −50 0 50 100
Time Lag (in day )

0.0

0.5

DC
CF

PKS 1510-089

5750 6000 6250 6500 6750
JD-2450000

0

2

νF
ν(e

rg
cm

−2
s−

1 ) 1e−10
PL
BB

−100 −50 0 50 100
Time Lag (in day )

−0.5

0.0

DC
CF

3C 273

5000 5500 6000 6500 7000
JD-2450000

0

1

νF
ν(e

rg
cm

−2
s−

1 ) 1e−11
PL
BB

−100 −50 0 50 100
Time Lag (in day )

−0.5

0.0

DC
CF

PKS 1622-297

5000 6000 7000
JD-2450000

0

5

νF
ν(e

rg
cm

−2
s−

1 ) 1e−11
PL
BB

−100 −50 0 50 100
Time Lag (in day )

0.0

2.5

DC
CF

3C 279

5000 6000 7000 8000
JD-2450000

0

2

νF
ν(e

rg
cm

−2
s−

1 ) 1e−10
PL
BB

−100 −50 0 50 100
Time Lag (in day )

0

1

DC
CF

3C 454.3

6000 6250 6500 6750 7000
JD-2450000

0

5

νF
ν(e

rg
cm

−2
s−

1 ) 1e−11
PL
BB

−100 −50 0 50 100
Time Lag (in day )

0

1

DC
CF

PKS 0454-234

Figure 4. Each panel shows the decomposed disc and jet component light curves and the associated DCCF plot below it. Top Left: PKS 1510-089. Top Right:

3C 273. Middle Left: PKS 1622-297. Middle Right: 3C 279. Bottom Left: 3C 454.3. Bottom Right: PKS 0454-234.

Table 4. Comparison of disc luminosity estimated from our analysis with that given in the literature (Ghisellini et al. 2010).

Blazar Disc Luminosity, !3 ( ×1046 4A6 B−1) Estimated Disc Luminosity ( ×1046 4A6 B−1)

PKS 0208-512 1.47 (±0.74) 1.74 (±0.44)
PKS 0454-234 1.88 (±0.94) 3.33 (±1.85)
3C 273 4.8 (±2.4) 3.01 (±0.26)
3C 279 0.3 (±0.1) 0.54 (±0.28)
PKS 2052-474 3.75 (±1.87) 1.29 (±1.68)
PKS 1510-089 0.42 (±0.21) 0.34 (±0.17)
3C 454.3 3 (±1.5) 2.51 (±0.67)

MNRAS 000, 1–11 (2015)
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Table 5. Parameter Comparison (see text in Section 3.3). The parameters supplied to simulate the data are: 0 and 21 as normalization constants, 1 as the spectral
index, 3 as a parameter related to the temperature of the blackbody. 0′ , 1′, 2′

1
and 3′ are the corresponding parameters obtained from our fitting method.

a a’(±0.021) b b’(±0.015) 21 2′
1
(±0.00065) d d’(±0.009)

4.179 4.179 1.806 1.806 0.06 0.06 0.2 0.2
4.179 4.179 1.806 1.806 0.06 0.06 0.5 0.5
4.179 4.179 1.806 1.806 0.06 0.06 0.8 0.8
4.179 4.179 1.806 1.806 0.06 0.06 1.8 1.8
4.179 4.179 1.806 1.806 0.06 0.06 3.0 3.0

4.179 4.179 1.806 1.806 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2
4.179 4.179 1.806 1.806 0.2 0.2 0.5 0.5
4.179 4.179 1.806 1.806 0.2 0.2 0.8 0.8
4.179 4.179 1.806 1.806 0.2 0.2 1.8 1.8
4.179 4.179 1.806 1.806 0.2 0.2 3.0 3.0

4.179 4.179 1.806 1.806 0.8 0.8 0.2 0.2
4.179 4.179 1.806 1.806 0.8 0.8 0.5 0.5
4.179 4.179 1.806 1.806 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8
4.179 4.179 1.806 1.806 0.8 0.8 1.8 1.8
4.179 4.179 1.806 1.806 0.8 0.8 3.0 3.0

4.179 4.179 1.806 1.806 3.0 3.0 0.2 0.2
4.179 4.179 1.806 1.806 3.0 3.0 0.5 0.5
4.179 4.179 1.806 1.806 3.0 3.0 0.8 0.8
4.179 4.179 1.806 1.806 3.0 3.0 1.8 1.8
4.179 4.179 1.806 1.806 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0

4.179 4.405e+01 1.806 6.981e+02 17 1.708e+01 0.2 2.005e-01
4.179 4.179 1.806 1.806 17.0 17.0 0.5 0.5
4.179 4.179 1.806 1.806 17.0 17.0 0.8 0.8
4.179 4.179 1.806 1.806 17.0 17.0 1.8 1.8
4.179 4.179 1.806 1.806 17.0 17.0 3.0 3.0

in radio-weak AGN, in which the optical-NIR emission is suppos-
edly from the accretion disk, is typically a few hundred days (e.g.,
Sergeev et al. 2005; Cackett et al. 2021). On the other hand, that in
low-synchrotron-peaked blazars, in which the optical-NIR emission
is dominated by the jet emission, is a few days (e.g., Liodakis et al.
2019; Chatterjee et al. 2012; Majumder et al. 2019). Thus, in blazars,
the disc is regarded as fairly stable as compared to the highly vari-
able jet. Hence, it is important to check whether our fitting procedure
can extract a constant disc component from a highly variable total
flux, especially when the disc component has a considerably lower
flux than the jet. Data are simulated using Equation 1. The value
of parameters 0, 1, 21 and 3 were obtained by analysing the light
curves of PKS 1510-089 and 3C 454.3. To generate our model data,
we utilized 0 and 1 to simulate the time-varying PL component. We
fixed 21 and 3 for a constant disc component throughout the time
span of the light curve. Thus the disc component of the model data
remained fixed throughout the light curve, whereas the jet component
varied. For the model data set, using PKS 1510-089 parameters, the
fixed disc parameters were 21 = 0.009 and 3 = 0.3. For 3C 454.3,
21 = 0.3 and 3 = 0.3 were used. The latter was used as an upper
limit, since the disc cannot usually be seen to outshine the jet by such
large amount. The four new parameters 0, 1, 21 and 3 were plugged
in Eqn. 1 for five values of total fluxes, corresponding to the five
�+'� bands for each day, thus generating the model light curves.

Figure 5 exhibits the plots resulting from the above analysis. We
find that the input and retrieved light curves in Fig. 5 are identical
for both a very low value and a value close to unity of the ratio of the
disc to jet flux. Therefore, we conclude that we are able to extract a
constant disc and varying jet successfully.

3.5 Verification III: Deriving Disc Component from OIR and

Additional UV Data

3.5.1 Data Analysis

In this work, we decompose the �+'� -band data into the disc and
jet components by fitting with a model consisting of a combination
of a simple blackbody and a power-law. However, accretion disc
in AGN usually peaks in the UV band. Therefore, including UV
data in addition to the �+'� -band will make the analysis more
robust. However, simultaneous UV data are not available for those
blazars at most of the epochs. Furthermore, attempting to fit a more
rigorous model, e.g., replacing the simple blackbody with a multi-
color blackbody in the above model, to only five optical-near IR
data points for each epoch does not lead to robust estimation of
parameters. Therefore, we collected UV data points simultaneous
with the SMARTS observations for a blazar and fit those data with a
model comprised of a power-law and a multi-color blackbody, in the
blazar rest frame.

For the above purpose, we utilize the UV data points available at
the SSDC website4 for very few overlapping days. To fit the multi-
color blackbody function, we use UV-optical-near IR data, i.e., 4
UV bands - *,,1, "2, and ,2, 3 optical bands - �,+, ' and 2
near IR bands- �,  . We use the masses of the SMBH provided by
Krauß et al. (2016) and deduce the disc luminosity.

In order to extract the desired parameters from the data points
of a particular epoch, we can use a combination of power-law and

4 https://www.ssdc.asi.it/mmia/index.php?mission=swiftmastr
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Figure 5. Top Left: Simulated light curve of components generated using the PL parameters of PKS 1510-089. Top Right: Light curve of components extracted
from the simulated light curves shown on the left. Bottom Left: Model light curve of components generated using the PL parameters of 3C 454.3. Bottom

Right: Light curve of components extracted from the simulated light curves shown on the left.

multicolor blackbody as our fitting function

a�a = 0a−1 + �1 × a
4ℎc2>B(8)a3

22�2
�

∫ '>DC

'8=

'3'

4ℎa/:) (') − 1
,(2)

where 0 = normalization constant of power-law, 1 = spectral index,
�1 = normalization constant of the multicolor blackbody, ¤" = accre-
tion rate. To model the accretion disc, we have used (Castignani et al.
2013),

)4 (') =

3�" ¤"

8c'3f

[

1 −

√

'8=

'

]

(3)

where ) (') = temperature at radius ', " = mass of the central
SMBH, ¤"= accretion rate, � = gravitational constant, ' = radius,
f= Stefan-Boltzmann constant, n = accretion efficiency, 2 = speed of
light, ! = luminosity. '8= = inner radius of the disc, '>DC = the outer
radius of the disc,�� is the angular diameter distance, 8 is the angle to
the line of sight. We use '� =

�"
22 , '8= = 3'� , and'>DC = 104'8= ,

where '� is the gravitational radius. The disc temperature decreases
with increase in radius, and provides negligible contribution beyond
'>DC .

3.5.2 Results

Figure 6 gives the plots of the combined multicolor blackbody plus
power-law fit to various data sets of the same blazar PKS 0208-512.
What we intend to check with the three separate data sets is their
agreement in optimizing the desired parameters. In the first case,
the UV-optical data points have all been taken from the Swift-UVOT

database and they are simultaneous. In the second case, we have
taken the UV points from Swift and �+'� data points from the
Yale-SMARTS blazar database, which are quasi-simultaneous. In
Case 3, we use only the �+'� data points of an epoch near the
Swift data. This is the case we use for most of our analysis with one
change, namely, we use multicolor blackbody here instead of a simple
blackbody. Table 6 provides the values of the estimated parameters.

We can calculate the disc luminosity from the extracted parameter
- accretion rate, using !38B2 = n ¤"22 with n = 0.1. Table 7 gives
the comparison of our calculated values of !38B2 with those in the
literature (Ghisellini et al. 2010).

From Table 6, we see that in all the three cases, there is a good
agreement among the optimized parameters. This suggests that the
parameters derived from curve fitting on simultaneous data points
may be replicated by quasi-simultaneous optical-UV data points.

MNRAS 000, 1–11 (2015)
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Figure 6. Combined power-law and multicolor blackbody curve best fit, in the blazar rest frame, using Top Left: UVOT data of PKS 0208-512. Top Right:

SMARTS+UVOT data of PKS 0208-512. Bottom Left: SMARTS data of PKS 0208-512. Bottom Right: SMARTS data of 3C 273

Table 6. Parameters optimized for PKS 0208-512.

Case Data a b �1
¤" (:6/B)

1 UVOT data 15.1(±6.2) 0.857(±0.194) 0.94(±0.66) 1.48(±0.19) × 1023

2 SMARTS+UVOT data 14.9(±6.1) 0.862(±0.194) 0.63(±0.44) 1.00(±0.12) × 1023

3 �+'� data (SMARTS) 14.6(±5.9) 0.862(±0.195) 0.41(±0.28) 1.47(±0.19) × 1023

Table 7. Comparison of disc luminosity (in 4A6/B) of PKS 0208-512 derived in the 3 cases described in Table 6 and Case 4 (which fits a simple blackbody and
power law on the data of Case 3).

Literature, !3 (×1046 ) (Ghisellini et al. 2010) Case 1 (×1046 ) Case 2 (×1046 ) Case 3 (×1046 ) Case 4 (×1046 )

1.47(± 0.74) 1.33(± 0.17) 0.90(±0.11) 1.32(±0.17) 1.74 (±0.44)

This can be reconciled with the fact that the disc, which peaks in the
optical-UV regime, does not vary greatly on ∼days-weeks timescale.
In Table 7, we add another case, denoted by ‘case 4,’ which is the
same SMARTS data as case 3 but fitted with Eqn. 1 (simple black-
body + power law). Again, we find that the result is consistent with
the other cases and literature. It is important to note that case 4, using
the general fitting method of this paper, gives a disc luminosity which
reconciles within the errors with the disc luminosity given in litera-
ture (Ghisellini et al. 2010). Ghisellini et al. (2010) obtained the disc
luminosity by modeling the broadband SED of the source. Whereas
we have obtained the same, within the uncertainties, by fitting the OIR
data with a multicolor blackbody as well as a simple blackbody func-
tion. Assuming the disc luminosity does not change beyond the range
of uncertainties (∼50%) given in Ghisellini et al. (2010) between the
epochs of observations of those data sets, the above consistency of
the results provides further confidence in our method. This was also
seen in Table 3 and 4. In addition, Krauß et al. (2016) found a sim-

ple blackbody described the SEDs of multiple blazars better than a
model with multi-colored blackbody. This provides further strength
to our previous analysis using a simple blackbody.

On extending our analysis to another blazar, 3C 273 (Fig. 6, bottom
right panel), we see that the estimated parameter, from multicolor
blackbody fit, !38B2 = (3.84 ± 0.13) × 1046 erg s−1 is consistent
with !38B2 = (4.8 ± 2.4) × 1046 erg s−1 found in the literature
(Ghisellini et al. 2010). As shown in Table 4, using simple blackbody
fit on the same SMARTS data, we obtain !38B2 = (3.01±0.26)×1046

erg s−1, which agrees with the literature as well. This further verifies
that our method provides reliable results regarding the parameters
we extract from it.

MNRAS 000, 1–11 (2015)
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4 CROSS-CORRELATION OF THE DISC AND JET

COMPONENTS

Figure 4 exhibits the discrete cross-correlation function (DCCF;
Edelson & Krolik 1988) between the variability of the decomposed
disc and jet components in six FSRQs. We find that for most of the
cases the correlation time lag between the disc and jet variability is
consistent with being less than 10 days. In the rest of the sources,
shown in Appendix C: Figures C1 and C3, it is less than 20 days. For
very few cases where there are large gaps in the light curves, we get
time lag > 20 days, which may be unreliable.

The relation between accretion disc power, obtained from emis-
sion line luminosities, and jet power, obtained from various indi-
cators including unbeamed W-ray luminosity, radio luminosity of
the large-scale jet and apparent speed of radio knots moving down
the pc-scale jet, in a sample of few hundred blazars was studied
by Rajguru & Chatterjee (2022). They showed that the disc and jet
power are correlated although with considerable scatter. In this work,
we have studied the correlation between the temporal variation of the
disc and jet power in the blazars in our sample. We find a similar
trend that the variations are correlated in most of the cases although
the peak of the correlation function is not always very high indicating
the correlation is moderate.

5 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

We use a combination of a power-law and a blackbody function
to fit the OIR spectra of a sample of 13 blazars using light curves
spanning 8 years. From the best-fit parameters we obtain the disc and
jet components contributing to the total flux, in the blazar rest frame.
OIR emission of blazars are often dominated by the jet component
and the contribution of the disc may be negligibly small. Therefore,
in order to verify that the disc-jet decomposition of the OIR flux that
we are carrying out is accurate we test our method using simulated
data with various relative contributions of the disc and jet, and find
that we recover the correct values with small relative uncertainties.
The disc emission is more prominent in the UV wave band. We use
a more detailed model to fit the OIR data for two blazars, along with
(quasi)simultaneous UV data points, in which such data are available,
to check that the results we obtain are consistent with that derived
using our model on the OIR data. The above tests ensure that the disc
contribution to the total OIR flux that we derive using our method is
accurate even when it is small compared to the jet component. In order
to study the variability we computed the discrete cross-correlation
function and found that the disc and jet light curves closely follow
each other.

Blazars, having a prominent jet, are suitable sources to study the
launching and collimation of relativistic jets. Connection of the emis-
sion and dynamics of the jet with the state of the accretion disc is
a useful avenue to probe the above. However, the disc emission in
blazars is often overwhelmed by the beamed emission from the jet.
Therefore, disc emission in blazars is identified using some indirect
methods, such as, through its relation with emission line luminosities
(e.g., Paliya et al. 2021), by eliminating the jet contribution estimated
from its W-ray luminosity (e.g., Rakshit 2020; Pandey et al. 2022),
in sources that have a slightly misaligned jet (e.g., Chatterjee et al.
2009, 2011). In this paper, we have decomposed the total OIR emis-
sion directly into a non-thermal jet component, and a thermal com-
ponent that is interpreted as that from an accretion disc. Given that
�+'� photometric information, such as used here, are available
for many blazars, this method may be useful to estimate the disc and
jet contributions without using other indirect indicators.
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Figure A1. Each panel shows the decomposed disc and jet component, in the blazar rest frame, such as that in Fig. 2. The remaining blazars of our sample are
shown in this plot and labelled.
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Figure B1. Same as Fig. 3, each panel shows the decomposed disc and jet component light curves binned over 5 consecutive days for: Top Left: PKS 0208-512.
Top Right: PKS 0402-362. Middle Left: PKS 1406-076. Middle Right: PKS 1424-41. Bottom Left: PKS 1730-130. Bottom Right: PKS 2052-474.
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Figure B2. The decomposed disc and jet component light curves binned over
5 consecutive days of PKS 2142-75.

MNRAS 000, 1–11 (2015)



Disc-Jet Decomposition of Fermi Blazars 15

5000 5500 6000 6500 7000
JD-2450000

0

2
νF

ν(e
rg
cm

−2
s−

1 ) 1e−11
PL
BB

−100 −50 0 50 100
Time Lag (in da s)

−0.5
0.0
0.5

DC
CF

PKS 0208-512

6000 6500 7000
JD-2450000

0

2

νF
ν(e

rg
cm

−2
s−

1 ) 1e−11
PL
BB

−100 −50 0 50 100
Time Lag (in da s)

−1
0
1

DC
CF

PKS 0402-362

5000 5100 5200
JD-2450000

0

5

νF
ν(e

rg
cm

−2
s−

1 ) 1e−12
PL
BB

−100 −50 0 50 100
Time Lag (in da s)

−1

0

DC
CF

PKS 1406-076

6000 6500 7000 7500 8000
JD-2450000

0

1

νF
ν(e

rg
cm

−2
s−

1 ) 1e−10
PL
BB

−100 −50 0 50 100
Time Lag (in da s)

0.0

0.5

DC
CF

PKS 1424-41

4800 5000 5200 5400 5600
JD-2450000

0

1

νF
ν(e

rg
cm

−2
s−

1 ) 1e−11
PL
BB

−100 −50 0 50 100
Time Lag (in da s)

−0.5
0.0
0.5

DC
CF

PKS 1730-130

5000 5500 6000 6500 7000
JD-2450000

0

2

νF
ν(e

rg
cm

−2
s−

1 ) 1e−11
PL
BB

−100 −50 0 50 100
Time Lag (in da s)

−2.5
0.0
2.5

DC
CF

PKS 2052-474

Figure C1. Same as Fig. 4, each panel shows the decomposed disc and jet component light curves and the associated DCCF plot below it. The remaining blazars
of our sample are shown in this plot and labelled. Top Left: PKS 0208-512. Top Right: PKS 0402-362. Middle Left: PKS 1406-076. Middle Right: PKS
1424-41. Bottom Left: PKS 1730-130. Bottom Right: PKS 2052-474.
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Figure C2. The decomposed disc and jet component light curves of PKS
2142-75.
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Figure C3. DCCF of the decomposed disc and jet component light curves of
PKS 2142-75.
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